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^ i 3^3?!?, 2008; 

flm :^fhi ‘HOT, ^ TjCT ^ 3WW ^ff ^ ffifivH ^l^Hr^lfc! ^ 3fl^l(il HT ^ 

nunMl uM>$fr i 

U 15/21/2006-^4^— 1995 3 WHVftfad 4lH]^ STfaPfaH 1975 

3frr (mfor q? m srfal^T 3 tt^r 

qq mn af% fttfm) forcra#, 1995 ^ §q wtorft (ftp# 

<td^4^ld W 3) % I^THF 5,10.2005 ^ 4t> 15/16/2005-41 4t TJ 

^ ?IEtf 4N 'FT. (T^P& W^TWRT <FT TO! t FTT £) ^ ^cl ^ *TT ^ 4 Pwlfrifl 
*\&*>\*t (f^t S[dS4WJfl raj T rm i) ^ 3irci?ft q? FTJ 

ftinwric*Hh qie^i&St ^ ^ ^ wi& q?I writer ^ ^33 irt ^ I 

afa zctt l^rtq? 6 2006 nffr arf^j^rr ^o 15/16/2005 ^ Rifensr^ % 

1%^ «n foifrq 'Fi ^ ^ $ 

qreq *»stt eifa vntf wi 5 =ri^i ^nfr 3fr? <fr smrrciT qq Riwamro 

qifriM ^qr qfr uffft # ft w i fa l qft I 

<kjhn fate 16 2006 ^ *ft*rrgeq> aiE^twr m ioe/2006-tftaraj3fl $ 

wa qftRT q? R(W^15HM) ePTWI w s?r 1 
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2. ^ arjte 

*£ 3TJFTR £RT Wteft cf>t ^ 

gSt TTO-TTO TR TT^fen TH t afa ^ SIM ■mmKlrqm ^ 

3nw^ tf>r w$ ^r mi g?rf aftter i ?ft intend m?mR 

^ wm mml § i htoh ^ m*ftsn ^ 

iimfad ten f^r^g to irt ^ 3n*n? ^ 

otpj; te tel £ mgte mnn fm w tf, irt 

w 3§t teterr cfR?n ar^ito 11m ^n w=r ^ mro ^ fte ^cm mrft ^n sn^nm 

£ ter nnr 33 W ter amm trf^rf^r te* tel m ter g?t RfcfRr ^ erfcf ^ 

ter ter 3Rm ^ jm^n 11 

vTT^^kf ^Wf ^ 3TJfTH ^0 ^tei tfcteiem RfO, ^ ^TT 4) €t te 4 fclO r 
% w$r ^ - Rrate, mstmfT ^ tft te ^ nrnii w^ ^cm te 

nsiter teten ^ar^ter ten t1 

3. teter ^ otitt 

3TT^rte> mr mm &teifro mter 3 ml RraTte % ^ptr 
ten nmr sn i cpttR tete ^ amRr n? *r w ^ tete 
t ftra^ #nw t^FH ci^n tej mter ^ ntei ^ ffe ^ t I te 

wH mn. ^ \5rMK ^ an^m qTi+ici, ^ ^ 3f^TT?T ^ *i£f ^it 

T>RET ^ 5T1^IR TR ^ 'MhISTT 3n^^cnfli <Tl Rh^ tp^Jl ^ I 

4* mfrl ^SIRT 

^nften eft n% ^ Wr nn ^tem ^wr n^r Tr^M^+m mm <j> 

tr Tmr ^>t erw or% ^ ^Tej mi f^rnR ^ t^j 4<?cfl ^ nRf^rftnff ^ h^ivi? 

ter 23 ^ mm nte ^Rm (rnmltn) mfSiRm 1995 wi 9 ^ (5) ^ 

uf^/F ^ w^Jt ^ ?/E3f/^ mter gR=n mte t 1 

tem 6 ter^R 2006 E|¥t 3Ttej^FTT mo 15/16/2005^ TI^T 

arftRjRm 3ite nter^ 3fftr term ir 2006 ^ arferq^imT mo ioS/2006-^tejem 
m ^f^pfjRra R?xi<iiwep nnnRtcff ^nt mrR ^ ^4 Rtt mi RHm c^-t ^ mn 
PiWikfl ^ ar^TR ^ nRf ^r m%n te Rdd^Ki ^ 
t R? w m^r ^1TRRT ^ te ?^n 3iH^ih t #? 

w^ 3mm ^rfn^t mf^r qRqt^a "tej yTFl m Rrnt cj¥t R^rfcf ^ mfci R ^nRt swnrr vjTE^f 
^ mmimn ^ t 

5 * 

tenter ter w\ ^^ mi w n?r ^ te^te tenter 
#ten ^Tf#Hcrnif?r (mmterm Na 2 Si0 4 #) (tet tt^^m m^F m?r mn ^) I 
nn ^5°r nm men mte" ^ ^ *ie£l nRit % ^q^i ^ l 
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tiifSPJH 3?r tftet ftft mi ^£m$\ m3 £ enfifo 

an^ftf ^ 3PWe4>^ ^5T ^r ft anf^ ftft^ sflutfttf eHI ft ^rit ft aftm 

(^tQ yrFfli ^ J ^*iT*r vfr? 8> ti+ftflflT- vurtf fttft ^> t?>fywr ^ITC WfW ft Ul^flftq 

vjtvrc 3> ti*w*T ^ ft aft? ?n; 3% 313ft ift "cjl'an vjchpj ft 4cjdM ’t^l 

ft J gQ^dfc|$£ ^ftflisg^> tfftfr 3#m ( 1975 ^ ai5^5.1 fti^TTVjdfr 

28321020 sWT 28311010 ^ ^ 3*frfcf ft J fWlft 3F flftfwi ^l^ltfrfr ft 3ft? 

^ m ft 11 

6. nfStau 

W& «ff*r 4 f?r to 3? - RifciI<Mr ftnp ^ttjtti fa? 837 ^n^r cffff ft aft? 
33T ^1^1 '3 T TPT 3% WP?t ?*3%, flnr'fl 3*7% 3TO8I TfafteR ^R Wd ft J 

(i) ?rftteir ft fft=rfa> s ftra**rc 2006 sft arffr^EFfr ?i r i5/ie/2006-^Mir ^ wft 
711^ ftfft I 

(ii) 3cfaFT TTfttal # T^VlRpS ^ 3ft 318fe 1 2007 7* 31 ^ 2008 ^ ^ 

f , ;:' 

(iii) ft TirfftRftsr ft ] 

(iv) ITT TTftfaTT ft ^T^T%Pn?Rft ^fftm 6,7,8,9,10,11,16^7.18,19 3ft? 20 % 5JttfS 

trf^Ht TTf^T <TP| ?fft J r 

7 + ^ni flfrii 

# fftftWt W ft ^nWr % TO 

ft sJ^rT 3?7t3 ft ft^ffttT ^Tft 3[^ 3)J3lctt?> 3ft? M^q^fTaTt ?WT 8% 

3TT^ ft 3ft? ^T ft ?lft<T TR^fT 3v?ft # feflf 3ft? ftHl^lftld 31?ft Rfllft ft - 3RTRT 
3??!% ^ f^nj a^cr? ft fetal v?r ?$j ^ : 

fftfife wrft grf) , _ 

vm mm 

vftiw ijft viiii j i ft^rew, 
ftwfl’ 110011 

3%^ 3Rr iferaa; ift ^f? % ?t*m anift 3rj^r fttft fr ft^fr ^ ft^5? 

Wfem ft aft? 31? ^ Jf?^r SR ?135?TT ft ! 

8, WR| 

3^*111 flftWtf ft - Tttf^cT 3%$ ^-iraft? 3T^ftt7 friiw ft ft^T ufl? wft 

witoift ^ ?m ?iftfen % wrpt 3ft ^ ^ft?r l^ft 

(40 ft 5 !) ’ft dlFFT iiife I 3ft fft^tf^T 7FTJT ?ft^TT ift 3%^ ?J3?T UM 

t 3THRT |f ^T3T^ft t ?ft ftft^ OTjSr! ^ 3^?n?ft^ft B?5W 

riwft ^ 3 tt 3H ?? 3nft ^tl3 qftro 8s? ?rvft ft i 
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9 . ajitirc 'it flb^f 

W PRTR 6(7) ^ STfFRT SfTT # ^T# %# 

^ Tfm%I ^HT ^T wfm4U 7TR JR^cT t I 3F*T Wt <bt ^HT ^ 

^Trfe Wr ^ foflj Tflq-flij ^rRT smPpfal W^I *IT 3mFT%r 'HKKS! 

if tRI^T odffal f^tn ^FfT ^ifjhf | zrfc ^ ^TT tT?^?T ^1 tf# ^ ^T *[ i*# ^pTT ^T 
7TRTYT fcm ^HT ft cit ^37# ^NT ^T Arm ^4ciW ^rt af^RT ^RT & I 

10 - >3HOI«| (PUll 51 \34<jl*l 

%cra^ R5i an^ras tjw ^ei^ ^ *ftt t sim ^ tfRre 

^r 3EW ^151 R# ^RTT £ ATOT £ SRSlte WR t lit Bltaflt *TRf 

^TcTffiT HMt rfc OtTOR ^ ^ ^ £ 3ft? ^ iM^tR 

1 

ii* fli^Pi* to f^eenn 

f^RR 6 ( 7 ) ^ 3FJHK cj>f^ ffct^ ^ sRT til 4vfipTT> ^T ^ £ 

fvra£ 3Ri srt trsp to $ ^wftr 3l?r ^ ^ # i 


3IR. J ih Irl^ fit^ UTfa^rrff 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department or Commerce) 

(DIREC TORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 
INITIATION NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 1st October, 2008 
MIDTERM REVIEW 

Subject 1 Initiation of Mid Term Review of Anti-Dumping duty imposed on imports of 
Sodium Hydrosulphite originating in/exported from China PR. 

No- 15 / 21 / 2008 -DGAD,— Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended in 
1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Duty or 
Additional Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, 
vide Notification Number 15/16/2005-DGAD dated 5 th October, 2005, the Designated 
Authority (herein after referred to as Authority) initiated a sunset review in the 
matter of continued imposition of the definitive antidumping duty in force on the 
imports of Sodium Hydrosuiphite (hereinafter referred to as subject goods) 
originating in or exported from China PR (hereinafter referred to as subject country). 
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AND WHEREAS vide Notification No. 15/16/2005 dated 6 th September 2006, the 
Authority concluded that the cessation of antidumping duty on Sodium 
Hydrosulphite from China PR will lead to continuation or recurrence of dumping and 
injury and recommended continued imposition of definitive antidumping duty on 
imports of the subject goods. 

Accordingly, definitive antidumping duty was imposed on the subject goods vide 
Customs Notification No. 108/2006-Customs dated 16 th October 2006. 

2, Request for Review 

WHEREAS the Rules supra require the Authority to review from time to time, the 
need for continued imposition of Anti Dumping Duty and if it is satisfied, on the basis 
of positive information received by it that there is no justification for continued 
imposition of such duty, the authority may recommend to the central government 
for its withdrawal Notwithstanding the above provision the authority is required to 
review, on the basis of positive information submitted by any interested party 
substantiating the need for a review, provided that a reasonable period of time has 
elapsed since the imposition of the definitive antidumping duty, whether continued 
Imposition of the duty is necessary to offset dumping, whether the injury would be 
likely to continue or recur if the duty were removed or varied, or both* 

In terms of the above provision, M/s Tran spelt- Silox, Vadodara has filed a request for 
a mid-term review of the antidumping duty in force, supported by M/s Demosha 
Chemicals Ltd, Mumbai and M/s TCP Ltd., Chennai on behalf of the domestic 
industry* 

3, Grounds for Review 

The applicant claims that the duty was modified from fixed duty to variable duty in 
the sunset review. However, the prices of the raw materials increased significantly 
after the period of the review, resulting in increase In the cost of production and the 
non-injurious price of the domestic industry. Import prices of the subject product 
from China PR have not moved in proportion to the increase in the input prices, 
justifying the need for review of antidumping duty based on the reference price, 

4, Initiation 

Having satisfied Itself that the applicant has produced sufficient positive information 
substantiating the need for a review, the Designated Authority now considers that a 
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mid-term review of the Anti Dumping Duty i& appropriate in view of the changed 
circumstances, in terms of the provision of Section 9A (5) of Customs Tariff 
{Amendment) Act 1995 read with Rule 23 supra. 

Having decided to review the final findings notified vide Notification No. 15/16/2005- 
DGAD dated 6 tfl September 2006 and continuation of definitive duty notified vide 
Notification No. 108/2006-Cus. dated 16 th October 2006, the Authority hereby 
initiates the investigations in terms of the Rules supra, to review whether continued 
imposition of the duty on imports of Sodium Hydrosulphite originating in or 
exported from China PR, is necessary to offset dumping, whether the injury would be 
likely to continue or recur if the duty were removed or varied, or both. 

5. Product under Consideration 

The product under consideration is Sodium hydrosulphite (Chemical formula 
(Na2S204) {referred to as subject goods hereinafter} originating in or exporter from 
China PR, Sodium Hydrosulphite is a white or grayish white crystalline powder, free 
from visible foreign particles with pungent odour. Sodium Hydrosulphite is widely 
used in diverse industrial sectors Hke Textiles, Soap, Molasses, Glue and reducing 
agent, disulphide of Metal ions to Metals, linkage in wool hair etc. Present 
investigation being a review investigation, product under consideration remains the 
same as has been defined in the original investigation and there has been no 
significant development in the product during the period thereafter. Sodium 
Hydrosulphite is classified under custom sub-heading 28321020 and 28311010 of 
Schedule 1 of the customs Tariff Act, 1975. The classification is, however, indicative 
and in no way binding on the scope of the present investigations* 

6 . Procedure 

The investigation will determine whether or there is dumping and injury and if there 
is a need for the continuation, removal or amendment of the existing measure. 

I. The review will coverall aspects of Notification No. 15/16/2005-DGAD dated 6 th 
September 2006. 

ii* The period of investigation for the purpose of this review will be 1 st April, 2007 
to 31st March 2008* 

iit The country involved in this investigation is China PR* 
iv. The provisions of Rutes 6,7,8,9,10*11,16,17,18,19 and 20 of the Rule supra shall 
be mutatis mutandis applicable.in this review. 
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7. Submission of information 

Hie exporters in the subject country, their government through their Embassy in 
India/representatives, the importers and users in India known to be concerned and 
the domestic industry are being addressed separately to submit relevant information 
in the form and manner prescribed and to make their views known to the: 

The Designated Authority 

(Directorate General of Anti-Dumping & Ail fed Dutlesjf 
Government of India 
Ministry of Commerce & Industry 
Udyog Bhavan, New Deihi-llOQll. 


Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to the 
investigation in the prescribed form and manner within the time limit set out below. 

8, Time limit 

Any information relating to the present review and any request for hearing should be 
sent in writing so as to reach the Authority at the above address not later than forty 
(40) days from the date of publication of this review notification. If no information is 
received within the prescribed time limit or the information received is incomplete, 
the Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts available on record in 
accordance with the Rules supra. 

9, Submission of information on non-confidential basis 

In terms of Rule 6(7}, of the Rules the interested parties are required to submit non- 
confidentiai version of any confidential information provided to the Authority. The 
non-confidential version or non-confidential summary of the confidential 
information should be in sufficient detail to provide a meaningful understanding of 
the information to the other interested parties* If In the opinion of the party 
providing such information, such Information is not susceptible to summary, a 
statement of reason thereof is required to be provided. 
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10. Use of facts available 

In case any interested party refuses access to and otherwise does not provide 
necessary information within a reasonable period, or significantly impedes the 
investigation, the Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts available 
to it and make such recommendations to the Central Governments as deemed fit. 

11. Inspection of public file 

In terms of rule 6(7) any interested party may inspect the public file containing non- 
confidential versions of the evidence submitted by other interested parties. 


R. GOP ALAN, Designated Authority 
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